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Detailed Action 

Status of Claims: 

Claims 3, 4, 8, 9, 1 1, 12, 15, 16, 19-20 are pending in this Office Action. 
Claims 1-2, 5-7, 10, 13-14, 17-18 remain cancelled. 
Claim 20 is new. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the amendment filed 2/27/07, have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. The reasons are set forth below. 

Applicant's invention as claimed : 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No 6,209,089 by Selitrennikoff et al ("herein referred to as Scli"). 

Regarding claim 19, a method for automatically setting an environment of a client computer in a 
client/server system (Seli: col. 6, lines 53-67), comprising: 

instructing an agent residing on the client to install data on the client according to a 
reading of a script residing on the server (Seli: col. 12, lines 50-63; col. 2, lines 65- col. 3, line 

4 )- 

Regarding claim 20, an apparatus for setting an environment of a client in a client/server system 
(Seli: col 6, lines 53-67), said apparatus comprising: 

a first unit recognizing that replacement of a hard disk of a client is performed (Seli: col. 
11, lines 31-42; col. 13, lines 5-32); 

a second unit that installs data (Seli: col. 11, lines 31-42; col. 13, lines 5-32), which is 
backed up from said hard disk provided in a said client before the replacement thereof and 
subsequently and preliminarily stored in a server (Seli: col. 2, lines 65-col. 3, line 4), in response 
to the replacement thereof onto a hard disk provided in said client after the replacement thereof, 
said data being installed on said client by an agent residing on said client according to a reading 
of an execution script residing on the server (Seli: col. 12, lines 50-63; col. 2, lines 65- col. 3, 
line 4). 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No 
6,598,159 by McAlister et aL 

Regarding claim 19, a method for automatically setting an environment of a client computer in a 
client/server system (McAlister: col. 4, lines 1 1-46), comprising: 

instructing an agent residing on the client to install data on the client according to a 
reading of a script residing on the server (McAlister: col. 5, lines 47-65). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 8, 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,209,089 by Selitrennikoff et al ("herein referred to as Seli") in view of U.S. 
Publication No. 2002/0156965 by Gusler et al. 

Regarding claim 3, the Seli reference teaches an apparatus for setting environment of a client in a 
client/server system (Seli: col. 6, lines 53-67), said apparatus comprising: 

a unit recognizing that replacement of a hard disk of a client is performed (Seli: col. 2, 
lines 51- col. 3, line 4); and 

a unit that installs data (Seli: col. 3, lines 5-1 1), which is backed up from said hard disk 
provided in said client before the replacement thereof and subsequently and preliminarily stored 
in a server (Seli: col. 2, lines 65-col. 3, line 4), in response to the replacement thereof onto a hard 
disk provided in said client after the replacement thereof (Seli: col. 2, lines 51-65) , said data 
being installed on said client by an agent residing on said client according to a reading of an 
execution script residing on the server (Seli: col. 12, lines 50-63; col. 2, lines 65- col. 3, line 4), 
wherein: 

a plurality of kinds of data are prepared in said server as the backed-up data (Seli: col. 2, 
lines 65- col. 3, line 4), one of the plurality of kinds of data is selected (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10; 
lines 38-42), the selected one kind of data comprising data backed up in the environment just 
before the replacement (Seli: col. 3, lines 61- col. 4, line 7), 

the selected one kind of data is then installed in said client (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10). 

The Seli reference fails to teach using a log. 

However, the Gusler reference teaches a unit keeping a log of processing performed on 
said client (Gusler: page 3, para 36; para 39) and periodically acquiring the selected one kind of 
data from said client before said replacement (Gusler: page 1, para 5) in order to effectively 
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backup computers overcoming the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis 
(Gusler: page 1, para 7-9). - 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server as taught by Seli 
to include periodically updating and a log as taught by Gusler in order to effectively backup 
computers overcoming the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis (Gusler: page 
1, para 7-9). 

Regarding claim 1 1, the Seli reference teaches the apparatus for setting the environment of a 
client in a client/server system according to claim 3. The Seli reference fails to teach a log. 
However, the Gusler reference teaches a server has a unit keeping a log of processing performed 
on said client (Gusler: page 3, para 36; para 39) in order to effectively backup computers 
overcoming the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis (Gusler: page 1, para 7-9). 
It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art to create 
the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server as taught by Seli to include 
periodically updating and a log as taught by Gusler in order to effectively backup computers 
overcoming the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis (Gusler: page 1, para 7-9). 

Regarding claim 8, the Seli reference teaches a method for setting the environment of a client in 
a client/server system (Seli: col. 6, lines 53-67), said method comprising: 

recognizing that replacement of a hard disk of a client is performed (Seli: col. 2, lines 51- 
col. 3, line 4); and 

installing data (Seli: col. 3, lines 5-1 1), which is backed up from said hard disk provided 
in said client before the replacement thereof and subsequently and preliminarily stored in a 
server (Seli: col. 2, lines 65-col. 3, line 4), in response to the replacement thereof onto a hard 
disk provided in said client after the replacement thereof (Seli: col. 2, lines 51-65 1 said data 
being installed on said client by an agent residing on said client according to a reading of an 
execution script residing on the server (Seli: col. 12. lines 50-63: col. 2, lines 65- col. 3, line 4), 
wherein: 
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a plurality of kinds of data are prepared in said server as the backed-up data (Seli: col. 2, 
lines 65- col. 3, line 4), 

one of the plurality of kinds of data is selected (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10; lines 38-42), 

the selected one kind of data comprising data backed up in the environment just before 
the replacement (Seli: col. 3, lines 61- col. 4, line 7); 

the selected one kind of data is then installed in said client (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10). 

The Seli reference fails to teach using a log. 

However, the Gusler reference teaches a unit keeping a log of processing performed on 
said client (Gusler: page 3, para 36; para 39) and periodically acquiring the selected one kind of 
data from said client before said replacement (Gusler: page 1, para 5) in order to effectively 
backup computers overcoming the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis 
(Gusler: page 1, para 7-9). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server as taught by Seli 
to include periodically updating and a log as taught by Gusler in order to effectively backup 
computers overcoming the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis (Gusler: page 
1, para 7-9). 

Claims 4, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,209,089 by Selitrennikoff et al ("herein referred to as Seli") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,487,718 by Rodriguez et al. 

Regarding claim 4, the Seli reference teaches an apparatus for setting environment of a client in a 
client/server system (Seli: col. 6, lines 53-67), said apparatus comprising: 

a unit recognizing that replacement of a hard disk of a client is performed (Seli: col. 2, 
lines 51- col. 3, line 4); and 

a unit that installs data (Seli: col. 3, lines 5-11), which is backed up from said hard disk 
provided in said client before the replacement thereof and subsequently and preliminarily stored 
in a server (Seli: col. 2, lines 65-col. 3, line 4), in response to the replacement thereof onto a hard 
disk provided in said client after the replacement thereof (Seli: col. 2, lines 51-65 \ said data 
being installed on said client by an agent residing on said client according to a reading of an 
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execution script residing on the server (Seli: col. 12, lines 50-63; col. 2, lines 65- col. 3, line 4), 
wherein: 

a plurality of kinds of data are prepared in said server as the backed-up data (Seli: col. 2, 
lines 65- col. 3, line 4), one of the plurality of kinds of data is selected (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10; 
lines 38-42), the selected one kind of data comprising data backed up in the environment just 
before the replacement (Seli: col. 3, lines 61- col. 4, line 7), 

the selected one kind of data is then installed in said client (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10). 

The Seli reference fails to teach updating to the latest version. 

However, the Rodriquez reference teaches updating to the latest version (Rodriquez: col. 
6, lines 59- col. 7, line 18) in order to overcomes the problem of having an installer or technician 
to physically travel to the client (Rodriquez: col. 7, lines 6-17). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server as taught by Seli 
to include updating to the latest version as taught by Rodriquez in order to eliminate the need for 
personnel to physically travel to the client (Rodriquez: col. 7, lines 6-17). 



Regarding claim 9, a computer readable program recording medium for recording a program 
causing a computer to set the environment of a client in a client/server system (Seli: col. 6, lines 
53-67), by: 

recognizing that replacement of a hard disk of a client is performed (Seli: col. 2, lines 51- 
col. 3, line 4); and 

installing data (Seli: col. 3, lines 5-1 1), which is backed up from said hard disk provided 
in said client before the replacement thereof and subsequently and preliminarily stored in a 
server (Seli: col. 2, lines 65-col. 3, line 4), in response to the replacement thereof onto a hard 
disk provided in said client after the replacement thereof (Seli: col. 2, lines 51-65), wherein: 

a plurality of kinds of data are prepared in said server as the backed-up data (Seli: col. 2, 
lines 65- col. 3, line 4), one of the plurality of kinds of data is selected (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10; 
lines 38-42), the selected one kind of data comprising data backed up in the environment just 
before the replacement (Seli: col. 3, lines 61- col. 4, line 7) , said data being installed on said 
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client by an agent residing on said client according to a reading of an execution script residing on 
the server (Seli: col. 12, lines 50-63; col. 2, lines 65- col. 3, line 4\ wherein : 

the selected one kind of data is then installed in said client (Seli: col. 9, lines 3-10). 

The Seli reference fails to teach updating to the latest version. 

However, the Rodriquez reference teaches updating to the latest version (Rodriquez: col. 
6, lines 59- col. 7, line 18) in order to overcome the problem of having an installer or technician 
to physically travel to the client (Rodriquez: col. 7, lines 6-17). , 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server as taught by Seli 
to include updating to the latest version as taught by Rodriquez in order to eliminate the need for 
personnel to physically travel to the client (Rodriquez: col. 7, lines 6-17). 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,209,089 by Selitrennikoff et al ("herein referred to as Seli") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,487,718 by Rodriguez et al in further view of U.S. Publication No. 2002/0156965 by 
Gusler et al. 

Regarding claim 12, the Seli and Rodriguez references teach the apparatus for setting the 
environment of a client in a client/server system according to claim 4. 

The Seli and Rodriguez references do not explicitly state using a log. 

However, the Gusler reference has a unit keeping a log of processing performed on said 
client (Gusler: page 3, para 36; para 39) in order to effectively backing up computers overcoming 
the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis (Gusler: page 1, para 7-9). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server as taught by Seli 
and Rodriguez to include a log as taught by Gusler in order to effectively backup computers 
overcoming the burden to manually backing up data on a regular basis (Gusler: page 1, para 7-9). 

Claims 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,209,089 by Selitrennikoff et al ("herein referred to as Seli") in view of U.S. 
Publication No. 2002/0156965 by Gusler et al in further view of U.S. Patent No. 5,133,065 
by Cheffetz. 
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Regarding claim 15, the Seli and Gusler references teach the apparatus for setting the 
environment of a client in a client/server system with a log according to claim 6. The Seli and 
Gusler references mention backing up and recovering file data but do not explicitly state 
documents. 

However, the Cheffetz reference teaches wherein said client periodically sends document data to 
said server (Cheffetz: col. 5, lines 20-26; col. 3, lines 60-68; col. 1, lines 30-44) in order to 
minimize network consumption (Cheffetz: col. 3, lines 36-40) and allows incremental backups 
can be scheduled for off peak times (Cheffetz: col. 4, lines 6-16). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server with a log as 
taught by Seli and Gusler to include periodically sending document data as taught by Cheffetz in 
order to minimize network consumption (Cheffetz: col. 3, lines 36-40) and allow incremental 
backups can be scheduled for off peak times (Cheffetz: col. 4, lines 6-16). 

Claims 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,209,089 by Selitrennikoff et al ("herein referred to as Seli") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,487,718 by Rodriguez et al in further view of U.S. Patent No. 5,133,065 by Cheffetz. 

Regarding claim 16, the Seli and Rodriguez references teach the apparatus for setting the 
environment of a client in a client/server system with a log according to claim 6. 
The Seli and Rodriguez fail to teach documents. 

However, the Cheffetz reference teaches wherein said client periodically sends document 
data to said server (Cheffetz: col. 5, lines 20-26; col. 3, lines 60-68; col. 1, lines 30-44) in order 
to minimize network consumption (Cheffetz: col. 3, lines 36-40) and allows incremental backups 
can be scheduled for off peak times (Cheffetz: col. 4, lines 6-16). 
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It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to create the apparatus for setting the environment of a client in a client/server with a log as 
taught by Seli and Rodriguez to include sending document data as taught by Cheffetz in order to 
minimize network consumption (Cheffetz: col. 3, lines 36-40) and allow incremental backups 
can be scheduled for off peak times (Cheffetz: col. 4, lines 6-16). 

REMARKS 

Applicant has made no amendments and just provided arguments and a new claim. 
The Applicant Argues : 

1) The Seli reference doesn't teach 'said data being installed on said client by an agent 
residing on said client according to a reading of an execution script residing on the server 5 

2) The McAlister reference doesn't teach 'said data being installed on said client by an 
agent residing on said client according to a reading of an execution script residing on the server' 

In response , the examinerrespectfully submits: 

The cited prior art does teach the claimed limitations. The examiner has carefully 
reviewed applicant's arguments but disagrees with applicant's assertions. 

In col. 12, Seli teaches a client process that initiates a request to a server (lines 30-34) for 
a loader that performs the steps of preparing, analyzing and backing up data (lines 50-65). An 
agent is a process or program or any instructions that are interpreted to be run on the client. The 
reading of a script, residing on the server are interpreted to be the executing the steps of the 
loader by the client specifically at bootup. The loader (execution script) resides on the server and 
is sent to the client upon request. The loader is run and still interacts with the server col. 13, lines 
5-32. The client checks ID numbers of various components to check with the with server 
configuration file tag 40 that residents on the client directory on the server. Applicant does not 
specify or claim where the execution script is executed or performed and is therefore arguing 
unclaimed features. Applicant needs to define where the script is executed and how it is executed 
on the client without sending it to the client. Further the loader being executed is reading and 
performing the functions of a server. The examiner sees an issue with the interpretation of 
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applicant's specification because the words 'reside' or 'residing' are not in applicant's 
specification. 

The McAlister reference anticipates the claim limitations because the limitations are so 
broad. Applicant argues the script is downloaded and therefore not executed on the server. The 
examiner contends that applicant has not explicitly claimed where the steps of execution take 
place but that because the script that resides on the server directs installations and perform steps, 
it meets the claim limitations. The McAlister reference does not only teach network 
initialization, see col. 5, lines 55-63 but also for downloading files. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action.' 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5 :30PM. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 



Application/Control Number: 09/811,584 



Page 12 



Art Unit: 2155 

272-4006. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
Benjamin R Bruckart 
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